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sale and sell at the District aforesaid, in v101'1t10n of the I‘ood and Drugs Act,
a quantity of milk which was adulterated.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the information for
the reason that a certain valuable constituent thereof, to wit, butter fat, had
been wholly or in part abstracted therefrom.

On June 2, 1920, the defendant having failed to appear, the $25 colhtelal
that had been deposited by him to insure his appearance was ordered for-
Jeited by the court. : : ,

E. D. BaLy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

'8313. Adulteration of bacon and ham. U. 8. * * * v, Frank Kidwell.
Ccllateral of $50 forfeited. (F. & D. No. 565-c.)

On June 15, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the health officer of said District, filed in the Police
Court of the District aforesaid an information against Frank Kidwell, Wash-
ington, D. C., alleging that on June 5, 1920, the said defendant did offer for sale
and sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, quan-
tities of bacon and ham which were adulterated.

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in substance in the-information for
the reason that they consisted in whole or in part of filthy, decomposed, and
putrid animal substances.

On June 15, 1920, the defendant having failed to appear, the $50 collateral
that had been deposited by him to insure lns aopeamnee was ordered for-
feited by the court. ;

E. D. Bavrr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8214. Adulteration of milk. U. 8. * * * v, Edward Markham. OCollat-
eral of $50 forfeited. (F. & D. No. 566—c.)

On June 22, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the health officer of said District, filed in the Police
Court of the District aforesaid an information against Edward Markham,
Washington, D. C., alleging that on June 3, 1920, the said defendant did offer
for sale and sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, 2 quantity of milk which wasg adulterated. ‘

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that it contained an added deleterious substance, to wit, colon bacilli, which
rendered it injurious to health.

On June 22, 1920, the defendant having failed to appear, the $50-collateral
that had been deposited by him to insure his appearance was ordered forfeited
by the court. .
B. D. BaLy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8315. Adulteration of milk. U.S. * * * v, Louis A. Snouffer. Collateral
of $25 forfeited. (IF. & D. No. 567-c.)

On June 28, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the health officer of said District, filed in the Police.
Court of the District aforesaid an information against Louis A. Snouffer, Wash-
ington, D. C., alleging that on June 16, 1920, the said defendant did offer for
sale and sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the ¥Food and Drugs Act, a
quantity of milk which was adulterated.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a certain substance, to wit, water, had been mixed and packed therewith
so as to reduce and lower aud injuriously affect its quality.
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- On June 28, i%ﬁ, the defendant having failed to appear, the $25 coliateral:
that had been deposited by him to insure his appearance was ordered for-
feited Ly the court. '

) E. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculiuve,’

8316. Adulterntion of mille, U. S.‘ * % *x v, Jehn I. Diell. Collateraj of
$25 forfeited. (¥. & D. No. 588-c.) - ' )

On June 28, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the health officer of said District, filed in the Police
Court of the District aforesaid an information against John I. Diehl, Wash-
ington, D. C., alleging that on June 18, 1920, the said defendant did offer for
sale and sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act
a quantity of milk which was adulferated.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a certain substance, to wit, water, had been mixed and packed therewith
so as to reduce and injuriously affect its quality. -

‘On June 28, 1920, the defendant having failed to appem the $°o collateral
that had been deposited by him to insure hig appeamnce was ordered forfeited -
by the court.

I :D.,BALL, Acting‘Sccmtd)‘j)_ of Agi;@'_cul;,‘m'er.ji :

8317. Adnlteration of meat. TU. §, * B A Lepn Pappas ;uul Niels I’ap-—
pas. Coliateral of $50 fo1fe1ted (F & D No. 569—c)

On July 7, 1920, the United States attomey for the Dlstuot of Columbia, act-
ing upon a report by the health officer of szud Dlstnct filed in the Police Court
of the District aforesaid an information a‘jmnst Leon Pappas and Nick Pappas,
Washington, D. C., alleging that on June 22, 1920, the said defendants did offer
for sale and sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, a quantity of meat which was adulterated.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the mformatlon for the
reason that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid
animal substance. s

On July 7, 1920, the defenchmts havng failed to appear, the $00 Collateral
that had been deposifed by theém to insure their appearance was ordered for-
feited by the court. :

IE. D. Barr, Acting Secretary of« Ag'rzicu’ltm'e.

8318, Adulteratien of milk. U, §. * * * vy, Harry L. Oliver., Cecllateral
of $25 forfeited. (¥. & D. No. 570-c.) .

On July 17, 1920, the Umted States attorney for the Distriet of Columbm, act-
ing upon a report by the health officer of said District, filed in the Police Court
of the District aforesaid an information against Harry L. Oliver, Washington,
D. C., alleging that on July 13, 1920, the said defendant did offer for sale and
sell at the District aforesaid, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, a quantity
of milk which was adulterated.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason thaf
a valuable constituent thereof, to wit, butter fat, had been abstracted therefrom,
thus reducing its quality and strength.

On July 17, 1920, the defendant having failed to appear, the $25 collateral
that had been deposited by him to insure hisg 'appeal'ance was ordered forfeited
by the court. o
. D. Barn, Acting Secrctary of Agriculture.



